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I am a licensed GMRS user and have been since 1985 and a
control operator for the local REACT Team's GMRS repeater
on 462.675 mhz., the Emergency and Motorist's Assistance
channel. I am also a licensed Amateur Radio Operator
(WL7DZ) .

My GMRS radio system is UHed for personal business and I
use one as well in conjunc:tion with the aforementioned
REACT group for inter-team communications and contact with
the general public when they need help.

PURPOSE OF FILING

I am writing to voice my objection over the proposed
establishing of the "Family Radio Service" on current GMRS
channels and channel pairs, based on the following below.

KNOWN FACTS

May I point out that the short range to which you refer is
affected more by antenna height in UHF than is radio power.

Further, per a 1988 Commission ruling, GMRS is already a
family radio service. Delicensing will no longer regulate
who can and cannot subscribe to GMRS. The only ones to
benefit from proposed delicensing will be the radio
manufacturers, not the public. You exist to protect and to
serve the communicating public first and foremost.

1

~{(
No. of CoPieS rec'd':--__-
listABCOE



WT Docket 95-102 Alan C. Fr"ensley

It was also in 1988, that the Commission found that the
manufactur-er-'s sales pr-omotions gear-ed towar-ds
commer-cial-use mar-kets was incompatible with per-sonal and
family uses .

The pr-oposed inter-stitialfr-equencies ar-e located in
between many, nationally e!5tablished RECEIVING channels.
Pr-oposals state they ar-e in between tr-ansmitting channels.
They ar-e not. This thr-eatl?ns r-epeater-s on 467 mhz.

Lastly, it was the FCC's own r-uling and I quote fr-om the
FCC Repor-t and Or-der-, PR Docket 87-265 at par-.16: "We seek
to discour-age the pr-olifer-,3tion of what ar-e typically par-t
90 (business and commer-cial) users of the GMRS. The GMRS
is not and shou I d not become the "ot her-" Business Rad io
Ser-v:i.ce.

CJMPLAINTS

I object to the pr-oposed mixing of licensed and unlicensed
GMRS oper-ator-s. Pr-evious investigat10ns by the FCC found
such mixing to be unbearable and insuppor-table.

It has happened r-ecently and 1n past year-s that I have had
to put up with a myr-iad of interfer-ences from other users
who refuse to use callsigns and even a local television
station which, after a complaint to our- now closed
monitor-ing station, was issued a letter to repair the
pr-oblem that plagued and threatened the continuity of our
r-epe,a ter.

As with certain types of services wher-e restr-ictions apply
for joint-use, it would appear the FCC has no regar-d for
the impor-tance of cur-rent user-'s communications needs by
pr-oposing to allow any "Tem, Dick and Harr-y" to join If).

Being a CB Emergency Chanrel 9 REACT Monitor-, I get
fr-ustr-ated listening to feul language, rude oper-ators and
suffer-ing the agony of illegally power-ed stations
disrupting not only ChannE'1 9, but all 40 channels.

PROPOSAl.S AND SUGGESTIONS

FRS should be secondar-y to true GMRS in order­
GMRS f rom the obv ious potE~ntia I in ter-fer-ence.
the FCC's purposes to protect legally licensed
systems from just such a threat. You would be
your own violation.

to protect
It is one
radio
creating

of

Cou I d you not I oca te FRS :.n t he un licensed "Par-t 15" band?
That would seem to me to he a logi.cal place. It will make
litt.le difference to radio manufactur-ers what chip they
install into future r-adios.
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As it also frequently happens that other users fail to
monitor the "shared" chann,?l before they use it, another
incor-poration would be a muting defeat so that the
transmitter was disabled u"til the receiver muting also had
been disabled.

Further, as I have had to listen to long-winded background
conversations and music radios when hand-held units or
microphones were sat upon, I recommend that any FRS radios
be equipped with a "time-o-lt" featur-e in the event the
transmitter is inadvertently or intentionally keyed.

The plague of interference from other users of GMRS for
both my personal use and use in REACT prompts me to ask
also if the rules could be written so that it would be a
manufacturing requirement for FRS equipment to employ an
AUTOMATIC TRANSMITTER IDENTIFIER (ATIS)?

In the NPRM proposal, there is a claim that a number of
factors will limit the interference potential of FRS
units. This is without basis. 12.5 khz separation from
primary GMRS channels will be entirely insufficient because
the innovation employed has an emission envelope of 18 to
20 khz.

I further demand that the FCC listen to suggestions and
complaints from the thousands in the GMRS community. Who
better to offer ideas for improvements to equipment and
licensing procedures?

Our pleas to help us help the publiC are answered by
replies such as, "We are too busy for CB." or "We don't
have enough personnel at this time." Too busy to chase
down an un-licensed operator? Is this the way it will be
with GMRS????

Will we ever see a time when CB service is cleaned up?
And now, with no local moritoring station and a lack of
enforcement agents, the orly hope we as GMRS users have is
the non-creation of the problem before it starts. This can
only be done by the FCC listening to us and applying some
forethought to the ins anci outs of FRS and the proposed
consequences on GMRS.

I ask you to leave GMRS alone. There is nothing wrong with
it and you are not improvi.ng it. I have nowhere else to go
for quality and disciplined communications. There is
nothing to prompt FRS user-s to choose and a I ternati ve
channel and would not even be aware that they were creating
a problem.

If the public outcry is for a cheap, low power, unlicensed
radio service, let them buy CB (27 mhz) radios and put up
with what we current GMRS users will have to should you
proceed with your current proposal.
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